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340 Mr. Finlay. Magnitude of r) Argus. 

In conclusion, while I consider that the evidence is tolerably 
strong against the period of this binary being only some 76 
years, I by no means assert that the time of revolution is pre¬ 
cisely 87*438 years. I hold that several years of observation 
will be required to fix quite accurately the values of P, r, and e ; 
but, from the annexed Table, I think it is evident that in six or 
eight years, if careful measures be taken, the point will be 
settled as to whether the period is about 76 years or exceeds 86 
years. 
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Hampstead: April 1886. 


The Ma/Vnitvde of 77 Argus in March 1886. 
' By W. H. Finlay, M.A. 


I have examined the magnitudes of the stars in the neigh¬ 
bourhood of 7] Argils , and compared them amongst themselves on 
several occasions recently, with the following result:— 

The letters used to denote the stars are those given by Sir 
John Herschel on pp. 44-46 of his “Results of Astronomical 
Observations at the Cape of Good Hope.” My observations for 
the magnitude of Fta (A) are 
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I also note /3 very slightly <\. 

The magnitudes of these stars, as given by Herschel himself 
and by Gould in the Cordoba Catalogue, are 
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whence rj is not very different 
from 7|- magnitude. 
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April 1886 Mr. Common , Nebulce in the Pleiades . 

The stars F, and X, however, are among those whose mag¬ 
nitudes were specially determined by Gould for comparison with 
7] (cf. Uranometria Argentina , p. 256), and they are there given as 
7’60, 7’48, and 7*44 respectively. As they have maintained 
their relative magnitudes, we may assume the actual magnitudes 
to be still the same; and my observations, therefore, make the 
magnitude of ?? Argils at the present time very approximately 

7-6 

in Gould’s scale of magnitudes. 

Royal Observatory, Cape of Good Hope ; 

1886 , March 16 . 


The Nebulce in the Pleiades. By A. A. Common. 

The photograph of a part of the Pleiades , by MM. Henry, re¬ 
ferred to in their letter to Mr. Knobel in the last number of the 
Notices of the Society, is very interesting. That MM. Henry set 
out with the intention of photographing the nebula near Merope, 
that is so well known, may be taken for granted ; that they should 
evidently fail to get this, and get evidence of three separate 
nebulae all near bright stars, only one of which can be said to 
have been certainly seen before, this being the same one near 
Merope that I found with the 3-foot Reflector in 1S80 {Monthly 
Notices, April 1880), is very remarkable, and is due to the greater 
power of the photographic method over the eye in recording the 
presence of a faint light in the neighbourhood of a bright one. 

On referring to my note of the observation of the small 
nebnla near Merope , I have said : £t There is strong suspicion in my 
mind of more nebula here,” and I mention, “a similar appearance 
elsewhere ” to that of this nebula. This I believe alluded to an 
observation of the Maia nebula which will be doubtless easily 
seen in the 3-foot telescope, and was the cause of the observation 
in the last paragraph of my note, where I say there is a great- 
deal yet to be settled as to the extent and number of the nebulas 
in this cluster. 

Whether the fainter well-known nebula can be photographed 
with a telescope so small as that used by MM. Henry remains 
to be seen. There is an extremely small amount of light 
available, the light of this nebula being, I believe, not so bright 
as the zodiacal light at a considerable elevation, whilst the 
faintest trace of skylight quite obliterates it. Observations 
made at this time of year would, I feel sure, render it very 
doubtful if this nebula could be seen with any aperture, and it 
may be that this would account for it not being seen by some 
observers who have only looked for it at this time of the year. 
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